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Hamilton City 
Citizens In Action

“A Committee to 
Serve the Citizens 
of Hamilton City”



1) Acquire flood-prone lands
and existing habitat
• ~ 20,000 acres

2) Revegetate land with native
trees, shrubs, and understory
• ~ 3,500 acres

3) Restore natural river process
(flood plain connectivity)
• Hamilton City Project

TNCTNC’’ss Sacramento River ProjectSacramento River Project
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• Flood Control Act of 1962, authorized the 
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Project Purpose Federal Non-Federal Total

Ecosystem Restoration $14,156,000
$1,491,000

$15,647,000

Flood Damage Reduction $2,769,000
$40,446,000
$4,260,000

$170,000Cultural Resource Preservation $170,000
$44,876,000Totals $29,229,000

$26,290,000

Non-Federal (State and Locals)
Total $15,647,000
Lands, Easements, Right of Ways, Relocations 
and Disposal/Borrow Areas (LERRD’s)
Cash $1,737,000

$13,910,000



ScheduleSchedule

Corps’ South Pacific Division Engineers Notice September 2004

Corps’ Chief of Engineers Report December 2004

Preconstruction Engineering and Design As early as April 2005

Complete Plant Establishment Period 2013

Complete Monitoring 2016

Initiate Construction 2008

Complete Physical Construction 2011

Cost Sharing Agreements for Design As early as April 2005
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• Stakeholders actively engaged and supportive
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donated to the non-federal project costs
• Positive press in local and regional papers
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• Forged bi-partisan political support
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Electronic copies of the report can be 
viewed at 

www.compstudy.org/hamilton.html
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